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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment filed on December 19, 2005 has been entered. Claims 1 , 
5-6, 14-15 and 18-19 have been amended. No claims have been canceled. No claims 
have been added. Claims 1-30 are pending in this application, with claims 1 and 14 
being independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Zolotov (US PAT # 6,718,023). 

Regarding claim 1 , Zolotov teaches an apparatus for processing data records 
(this reads on col. 2, lines 1-12), the apparatus comprising: a receiver that receives data 
records (reads on probes 28 and the three interfaces points 30, 32 and 34) of a plurality 
of different types (see col. 2, lines 10-12 and col. 6, lines 11-20), each type having a 
different predetermined format (this simply reads on collecting information such as voice 
and data for example, which both have different format, see col. 1 , lines 33-37 and col. 

3. lines 32-34); a plurality of type-specific function libraries (reads on CDR 1 , CDR 2, 
and CDR N as shown in Fig. 6, col. 3, lines 35-37 and lines 50-53), each library (CDR) 
having functions associated with each of the particular types of data record (the 
"functions' read on the pre-defined rules, see col. 3, lines 59-63); a reader (this is an 
inherent feature) that reads the contents of the type-specific library(ies) associated with 
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the particular type of data records to be received (this basically reads on analyzing the 
received information, which is inherent feature since all CDR must be analyzed then 
stored based on their type); a processor (reads on Interface handler "IH", col. 3, lines 
27-28) that process received data records according to the particular functions to be 
performed (see col. 3, ines 27-37 and col. 3, lines 40-67); and an output for rendering 
the processed data records (this basically reads on any display device that is capable of 
displaying the processed data, which is inherent in the computer shown in Central 
Computer Site (SCE) 36 in Fig. 1). 

Zolotov teaches that Front End System (FES) probe is adapted to collect the 
input information signaling and/or bearer (bearer is voice, fax, or data, see col. 4, lines 
21-22), and perform the initial processing of theses information according to their type 
(see col. 4, lines 47-67). Zolotov does not specifically teach receiving instructions 
indicative of the particular type(s) of data records to be received and indicative of which 
particular functions are to be performed on the data records to be received. However, in 
Zolotov the collection step, parsing and integrating different CDRs (see col. 3, lines 38- 
48) may be read as the instruction for processing. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the system provides some instruction that can be 
assigned to each type of data record and method for processing these data record in 
order to enhance the efficiency by avoiding errors and fault processing methods. 
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Claims 14, 18 and 27-30 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above 
with respect to claim 1 . 

Regarding claims 2 and 15, Zolotov teaches at least one database (element 40 in 
Fig. 1) coupled to the output for storing the processed data records (see Fig. 1 "CCS" 
element 36). 

Regarding claims 3 and 16, Zolotov teaches a set of common functions (reads on 
the pre-defined rules, see col. 3, lines 59-67), wherein the particular functions to be 
performed on the data records to be received can include one or more common 
functions from the set of common functions. 

Regarding claims 4 and 17, Zolotov teaches the use of a system management 
functions (see col. 2, lines 1-6 and lines 18-41). 

Regarding claims 5-6 and 19, Zolotov teaches determining which functions from 
the contents of the type-specific function library(ies) are to be utilized in processing the 
received data records (this basically reads on which rules to be use in order to process 
the received data, see col. 47-56). The claimed module reads on the software modules 
of the EFS (see col. 7, lines 56-59). 
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Regarding claims 7 and 20, Zolotov teaches one of the types of data records is a 
Call Detail Record (see col. 2, lines 1-6). 

Claims 8-9 and 21-22 recite the use of "a Transaction Detail Record and a 
Service Detail Record". Zolotov teaches the user of a Call Data Record (CDR), see col. 
2, lines 1-6. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use any kind of a data record based on need of the 
user/customer. Different data records can be customized in the system as desired. 

Regarding claims 10 and 23, Zolotov teaches the at least one of the data records 
originates from a Signaling System No. 7 network (see col. 3, lines 1-4 and col. 6, lines 
32-36). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 24, Zolotov teaches the at least one of the data records 
originates from a GSM network (see col. 1 , lines 34-38). 

Regarding claims 12 and 25, Zolotov teaches the at least one of the data records 
originates from an Intelligent Network Application Part (INAP) network (see col. 6, lines 
56-58). 

Regarding claims 13 and 26, Zolotov teaches the at least one of the data records 
originates from an Internet Protocol (IP) network (col. 6, lines 32-36). 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 12/19/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding applicant's argument (page 8 of the remarks) "The Zolotov patent is 
concerned with building Call Data (Detail) Records, rather than processing the records". 
The examiner respectfully disagrees because the main goal for building those Call Data 
Records is actually to process them later on. First, the data are received and gathered. 
Second, the data are processed. 

Applicant also argues "The call information does not constitute completed Call 
Detail Records". Generally, the gathering and collecting the received information 
actually is building the Call Data Records . Thus, applicant's argument actually is not 
correct. 

Applicant's also adds "the Zolotov patent does not disclose a receiver that 
receives data records of a plurality of different types". However, in light of the new 
amendment (filed 12/19/2005), examiner points out that the receiver as recited in the 
claim language actually reads on probes 28 and the three interfaces points 30, 32 and 
34 as shown in Zolotov Fig. 1 . 
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Applicant argues "such libraries do not exist in the Zolotov patent". In general, a 
library means a place that can store information (data and records). In Zolotov, all the 
pre-CDRs are a collective of information gathered and stored in CDR A and CDR B as 
shown in Fig. 8b. This all will be stored with in the Integrated CDR. So the claimed 
libraries can read for example, on actual CDR A and CDR B that have different call data 
information gathered form different sources. 

Examiner believes that all other arguments are already addressed in the above 
rejection. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Nolting et al. (US PAT # 6,721,405) teach the use of processing of call records 
(see col. 6, lines 19-22). 

Bauer et al. (US PAT # 6,067,354) teach a method and system for processing 
data records from a telephone data (see abstract). 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rasha S AL-Aubaidi whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-7481 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad F. Matar, can be reached on (571 ) 272-7488. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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